
EUPITHECIA GOOSSENSIATAANDABSINTHIATA 89

MEYRICK, E. (1928) A Revised Handbook of British Lepidoptem, pp.

222-223. Watkins & Doncaster, London.

NEWMAN,E. (1869) The Natural History of British Moths, pp.

136-138. Tweedie, London.

PETERSEN, W. (1909) Ein Beitrag zur kenntnis der Gattung Eupi-

thecia . Deutsche Zeitschrift '7m ",22: 242.

PIERCE, F. N. (1911) The Genitalia of the Geometridae, p.49.

Northern Publishing Company, Liverpool.

SKINNER, B. (1984) Colour Identification Guide to the Moths of
the British Isles, p.41 . Viking, London.

SOUTH, R. (1961) The Moths of the British Isles, 2: 218-219.

Warne, London.

STOKOE,W. J. (1948) The Caterpillars of the British Moths, 2: 129-

130. Warne, London.

TUTT, J. W. (1899) The Natural History of the British Lepidoptera,

1: 85-86. Swan Sonnenschein, London.

TUTT, J. W. (1906) Practical Hints Relating to the Eupitheciids.

Entomologist's Rec. J. Var., 18: 219.

NOTE: in an interesting paper (Fibiger, M. Lepidoptera N. S. Ill

307-311 (1980) and Kaaber, S. Lepidoptera N S. iy41-29 (1982) )

the authors consider the status of the Eupithecia couples absinthiata/

goossensiata and innotata/ fraxinata. Their major conclusion on the

former pair, based on morphology, genitalia examination and captive

breeding is that E. goossensiata is but a race or subspecies of ab-

sinthiata. In Denmark goossensiata is widely distributed on sandy

soil, whereas absinthiata is mainly restricted to woodland habitats on
clay son. PAS.

OCHTHERASPP. (DIPT.: EPHYDRIDAE): A CORRECTION. -

In 1983, Ent. Rec. 95: 154 I reported a specimen of the uncommon
fly Ochthera mantis Deg. from Catfield Fen, Norfolk, remarking that

I had no knowledge of its distribution. Since that was written,

however, Dr. A. G. Irwin has pubHshed an important paper in which

he distinguishes a third British species of the genus, Ochthera mani-

cata F., and shows that all captures in E. Anglia known to him,

centring on this small area of N. E. Norfolk, are referable to 0.

manicata (1985, Ent. mon. Mag. 121: 1514). It therefore is no

surprise that my Catfield specimen is now found to belong to the

last-named species and not O. mantis; particularly as it has occurred

at the same locality to both Dr. Irwin and also Dr. J. W. Ismay

(Irwin, I.C.). O. mantis on the other hand, though thinly scattered

over the British Isles, is not hitherto known from that region. —
A.A.Allen.


